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EXCAVATING UNDERAPPRECIATED SOCIOLOGISTS: 
A SURVEY OF ASSUMPTIONS AND STRATEGIES 
IN ARCHIVAL RESEARCH 
Michael R. Hill 
Department of Sociology 
UniverSity of Nebraska-Lincoln 
Lincoln, Nebraska 68588 
Archivally-based research in the history and 
sociology of sociology (especially the recent work of 
M o::~ r" y .J 0 De i'-:? ~J ';:":l. n CHj ~oh1.D..!±?. t!!:~JotfiJ.l}i?. and t I:l€t rjgD. p f.. t.!::~.§. 
[;.!::U:...giLC1f: f:if: 10j !;;lf1.l., 1H3.1~0- .1.9.JJ}) pow €? r f u 1 1 Y d €? m 0 n ~5 01::. r o a t ~? S t. h e 
central epistemological importance of excavating and 
rehabilit.ating the cont.ributions of sociologists who 
have long been ignored by historians of socioloqy. 
Archval experience reveals that uncovering the unknown, 
the unwritten, or the unrecognized in the history of 
sociology frequently requires reversing the 
conventional wisdoms of sociological research. Ten 
archival research strat.egies are identified. These 
approaches are best adapted to long-term rather than 
short-term research programs. It is concluded that. the 
recovery of institut.ionally-discounted sociologists 
t.hrough archival research is an important. 
epistemological and emancipatory task in sociology. 
1990 Meetings of the American Sociological Association 
t1Ja~:;h i ngton, DC 
This paper may be quoted/cited with proper attribution. 
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EXCAVATING UNDERAPPRECIATED SOCIOLOGISTS: 
A SURVEY OF ASSUMPTIONS AND STRATEGIES 
IN ARCHIVAL RESEARCH1 
Mich~H?l R. Hi 11 
Department of Sociology 
University of Nebraska-Lincoln 
Lincoln, Nebraska 68588 
Recent, archivally-based research in the sociology 
sociology powerfully demonstrates the central 
epi stemol o~~ i cal i mpor"to:lnce the 
contributions of socioloqists who have long been 
ignored by the intellectual historians of sociology. 
Full-fledged archival studies not only reconstruct the 
organizational and biographical details of sociology, 
they also rescue alternative values and metatheoretical 
assumptions and place them at the very heart of what 
m<:.~ny (Jf us mistakenly take to be the received, 
unque~~t i oned f oundi:\t i on~:; of American sociological 
i df.?cll C)<:JY. The intersubjectively verifiable empiricism 
of archival research now raises the entertaining 
spectre of a collective identity crisis among the 
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well -p I aCf?d, urlF" ef I ~:?:.: i Vf:? r"I:~~c e i vl~':.\d 
sociological dogma. 
Co' • 
• :)ever·aJ. r'ecent, critical projects make extensive 
use of multiple archival r- (~p C)~:; it (Jr" i (~?s. 
Mary Jo Deegan's (1988a) intellectual biography of Jane 
Addams' in Chicago insightfully reconstructs 
Addam~; , ·foundat i onal role in American sociological 
thought and practice. My own recent work on Roscoe 
Pou.nd (Hi 1 1 1.989c) excavates Pound's influential but 
underappreciated role as a first-order sociologist and 
documents the process by which his record was in part 
obscur-ec:1 by empire-building sociologists at the 
University of Chicago. At the organizational level, 
Mar- 1 ene Shor-e (1987 ) provides a fresh and insightful 
perspective on the perverse international influence of 
the male Chicago School. Taking a thematic turn, Roger 
Bann i :5ter (1. 9B7) carefully traces the history of 
"objectivity" in American sociology. Wi df?'--r" ang i r-,g, 
archivally-based studies are a needed and significant 
challenge to the unreflexive cant that has too long 
paraded as diSinterested, objective scholarship on the 
origins ~:H1d devel c)pmf:?nt of American sociological 
thought.2 
2 --
Wa. r r.::.sn.'\: i.1l9. His tJ2rJ c <u. ts n CJ w 1 ed ~1t£ 
A short browse though the sociology section of 
well-stocked libraries quickly demonstrates that the 
ground of the published history of American 
sociology presented to literate students (and assigned 
in classrooms and seminars across the country) is 
pr" i mar- i ]. y or'! tWCJ b,a'::5f:?s: thr-cJugh 
and 
pr'oceE~d i ngs 01: fnf:?et i ng=;, €~t:C::.) , and (2) thr'c)ugl'-, 
f,tL.ii3;..--per.§f::.!1 @:,r~;.9_h':.nt;,ji~ of discipl inar-y ,;accompl i':;:;hm,::?nts 
(typically of t.he "I wa=; theY-eli cw' "I knew him ~o\jh€~n" 
vari.:?ty) • As sources of historical tr-uth, bQth 
knowledge bases are vulnerable (1) to the back-slapping 
momentum of increasingly centrepetal citation practices 
( ;::\ i d E~ dan dab €~ t. t: e d by t: h e S q,£;J.:_@:]_ f, c i e IJS; e f.: t t. "'Lt.;i.:..£:!D.. 
JD.J1.@')i); (:2) to in':::;tit:ut:i()n<:~,l gat.e-keeping (reinforced 
by the edi tor i a,l contr'ol exercised by the major 
university presses), and (3) to unreflexive (as well 
sel f--pr'omc)t. i em" When t.hese flaws are 
kept fully in mind, t.hese data sources are important 
but. they by no means const.itute the only 
available or even the preferable bases of historical 
Y-f.~const.r'ucti on. 
The history and sociology of sociology are, like 
all socio~l projects, social constructions erected by a 
host of participants buttressed by a multitude of 
interdependent, institutionally-ordered resources. As 
a discipline, however, we have for a variety of reasons 
too long ignored the rich empirical resources of the 
m<:H1uscr- i pi.: collections and ar'ch:i val 
depositories when we write histories of sociological 
thought. These resources also have their share of 
methodological pitfalls, a point I discuss elsewhere in 
I_'h?tai 1 (Hi 11 1989c, FClf"thcomi ng) . But, as alternatives 
to the distortions found in previously published 
materials and first-person accounts, 
provide an extraordinarily valuable corrective. 
In th!7? that previously published 
materials and first-person accounts demarcate and 
reinforce the institutionalized fault lines of American 
sociology, archival deposits also tend to preserve the 
eff lu,vi ua institutionally-defined II i mpcwt,ant II 
Nonetheless, it is within the nation's 
archival repositories taken as a whole -- that the 
documentary trace evidence necessary to reconstruct the 
work and ideas of lesser known, unrecognized social 
scientists has an important chance of discovery. The 
- 4 --
of this paper focuses specifi~ally 
institutionallyunderappreciated sociologists and the 
mHthodol (;)gi cal assumptions required to unearth their 
records and their stories through archival research. 
One can Hasily argue that there IS always more 
work to bH done on t.he his~t.or·ical asp€=ct.s; of 
SOCiological scholars who are already well-known within 
soc i 01 ogy, but we can al so wcmd€=r', "Does tt"le wClr'l d nf:::'E~d 
)/f.?t anc)ther- mcmO';lt-aph on Dur-kl·1f."~im, lAleb(~I'-, elF"" Mi::ln·:?" 
Must we add yet more volumes t.o the scores of hist.ories 
on t.he Chicago school when so many other departments 
remain unchronicled by even a single book? David 
Ri ~?sman ( 1962: observed that most 
soc:i.oJ.ogists "~'1re 1...1n~\jiJ.J.ing to do what. t.he physico:\]. 
scient.ists t.ake for granted, namely, to undertake work 
that has very little chance of producing posit.ive 
r-~:?sults, and tllf.?n tCl r-f.?pClr-t. any nf.?g<,~tive f:indings. " It 
may bH risky in terms Clf instant profesionaJ. payClff in 
sClciCl1Clgy to devClte one's research effort to the 
study of underappreciated sClcioJ.ogists, but. 
there is much work to be done tCl excavate our now 
fClrgotten heritage, a herit.age t.hat. has bHen marred and 
5 
obscured by racist, sexist, and hegemonic practices in 
sociology «::f. , 1981, 1988b, 19E38c, 
Forthcoming; Hill 1984, 1988a, 1989a, 1989c). 
Uncovering the unknown, the unwritten, or the 
unrecognized in the history of sociology requires 
reversing the conventional wisdoms of sociological 
research. The inherent liminality of such a strategy 
makes it immediately suspect to those who do not fully 
appreciate the playful element in scientific research. 3 
Phenomenologically, one br-ac:ket 
pt-e~:;uppo~5i t i ons a~; to who i~;; and who is II not ,,~ 
soc i 01 og i ::5t II (Def.:?g.c:if1 1987). One must look not to where 
citation studies and literature searches reveal a feast 
of prior studies. Rather, one looks counterintuitively 
in the opposite direction, to where convential wisdom 
promises a famine. 
In the long run, archival research is a proven 
strategy for tapping into the sociological activity and 
collegial networks of sociologists who are not easily 
traced in conventional literature searches or indexed 
in the standard textbooks. The initial results of 
archival research may seem relatively meager, and it 
fTiay tl€~ a~Jes 
und i scoven,?d 
if ever' 
cache of 
- 6 -
before one finds an 
signj.fic.ant ]. E~t t:er-~; and, 
manus:;cr- i pt·=.:; 
out-of-the-wayarchive. 4 
in '" ."" lit t I E?~u'5ed, 
Nonetheless, there is still 
much to review and reassess within the major archival 
collections through which other scholars have already 
an inventory of pragmatic 
suggestions for archival researchers in the history of 
~;oc i cll ogy. Regardless of where your search begins, the 
following strategies will increase the liklihood of 
successfully helping to reconstruct and rehabilitate 
the history and epistemology of American sociology. 
The following methodological suggestions are derived 
jointly from M~ry Jo Deegan"s (e.g., 1978, 1981, 1983, 
1988a, 1988c, 1989a) several archivally-based analyses 
of seXIsm and racism in sociology, and my own archival 
st.ud :i. es::· (Hi 11 1988a, 19B9b) , including my 
extended explication of the structural f.;,~c:tor-E; :i.n 
Roscoe Pound"s erasure from the disciplinary record of 
soc i 0 1 o~) y ( Hill 1 989c ) : 
(l) When searching an archival collection, be 
especially alert for materials related to persons of' 
7 
I 
minority status~ , f ' 'll ',:5peCl lca" "I: 
color, and members of oppressed minorities generally. 
(2) Examine carefully the records of scholars in 
school s (Jutsi ch':! the cur'r'en'!:.J. y 2l,c:knowl edg€'~d "pre·st.i ge" 
academles. Be particularly alert for non-Chicago 
sociologists and their collegial networks. 
remember th,::lt socl.Cllogical activl.ty flourished on 
sever'al even though formally-organized 
departments of socl.ology were not present. 
(3 ) soc i 01 og i c~ .. J. achievements 
completed outside in 
busi nes=;~ ph i 1 arli:.:I-n-op"I , or' government. 8i gni f i car",t 
sociological work somtimes lies in activities other 
than writing and publishing. Be open to data in 
non-academic archives, that :in rE?po'::;:itor-:if2s 
operated by cognate professional organizations, trade 
un:ions, phi l,::lnthr"c.ip:ic f ouncj':':l.t:i ons, anel g(JVf?r'nfl'lent 
(4 ) Remember that professional tr'aining in a 
discipline other than sociology does not negate the 
potential sociological import of a person's work. 
(5) Look for instances of mentoring in sociology 
thr'ough c)ther' thc~n ~5 t t,ld E?n t, -,t ec:~c h €,:!f" 
- 8 -,-
f'f.~l ationships. through self-study, 
collegial discussion, on-the-job revelation, etc. 
(b) Do not be immediately disuaded by seemingly 
author- i tat i 'IE? claims ( or·· at tr- i but ion·::; of) 
professional identities other than sociology. 
(7) Consider the possibility that a person may 
have "multipl€~" pl'"·ofe:,sional identitie:;, only one of 
~",hic:h is v'::llidly that c)f "sc1CicJlogis:d: .• " 
(8) Documentation that persons did not closely 
identify with sociology at a given time does not mean 
that they did not identify with the discipline at some 
other phase during their careers. 
(9) Advocacy of views unpopular among or critical 
of the dominant disciplinary perspectives in sociology 
may signal the work of 
hegemonically suppressed. 
SOCiologist that was 
Be especially attentive to 
the possibility of ep i ~:;temo 1 C)g i c,,~l r i che:; in 
unpublished monographs and rejected journal articles. 
(10) Be alert to behind-the-scenes organizational 
,-:\nd .admin:i·5t.r<":\tivE:~ "shadow wc:wk" (Illich 1982) th.:::\t 
facilitates teaching, research, and publication by 
othet·-s. 
evaluating, and following the 
suggestions outlined above, the probabilit.y of locating· 
-- 9 -
and documenting presently unrecognized sociological 
activity is increased. The short-term result may prove 
but this work necessarily involves a 
long-term strategy. The exclusionary consequences of 
decadt~s of ~::;tr'uctur-~:\l inequity and sociological 
hegemony are not easily or 
f"(~?pai r-f?d. 
quickly recovered or 
The of institutionally-discounted 
sociologists through archival research is an important 
epistemological task in sociology. 
"~l../I'''lat di + f E']r'~mcf.~ does it f'fI<::\ke that the soc i 01 09i cal 
ideas of unremembered Dr undervalued sociologists are 
r'er.::over'er.:1 and t.r-e2\ted to mOdf~r'I"'1 eval uati on?" Th€~ 
difference IS potentially profound. For example~ the 
modern rediscovery of the massive published work of 
Ro'sc:o~? Pound, W.E-B. DuBoi ~::;, Har'Y" i €~t 
Mat-'t i ne<::l,U and c)ther's ?§., f,5qc i ot9..9..'t. (a~:; opposed to 
"social ~",or k, " II j Uf- i '::q:JI"-udence, II "Bl,::~ck ".5tud:i':?~:;," 
"lit~~r'.~ture," or h.:!s the 
':5am~? pCltent i al import for sociology that finding a 
trunk filled with unpublished manuscripts authored by 
Emile Durkheim, or Max Weber, or Karl Marx would make. 
-- 10 --
In a hegemonic system, discounted or little-known 
sc)cioli~lies ar'e not. i.,P...i.Q. TCM;ll wor·t.hles;~"" unpr"oductive, 
or uninteresting. It is Simply that they are not read, 
not. not and not. e:{ tE~ndf!!!d. 
Evaluation of their intellectual import for modern 
soc i 0 1 O~I i c <ill theory and practice is quite a separate 
matter. To our collective chagrin, we observe that 
many of us have been reinventing t.he wheel when we 
ought to have paid considerably closer attention to the 
insightful work of unsung sociological pioneers. 
The of long but 
nonetheless powerful ideas not only saves effort now 
wasted on reinvention, but points constructIvely to a 
richer sociological future. As theor' i Sit ~:;, 
':should ask, "Wh.;ii!t. if?" What if Addams, or Pound, or 
Dl...lBoi s, Ot-· Mart i neau, for' e:{ amp 1 €"-' , 
theorists of choice in one of today's hegemonically 
dc)m:i. nant schools of sociology? What would that 
sociology look like today? Using their recovered work 
and rules of logic, what alternative sociology can be 
Asking "What if?" <:'!IS thf."-'Dr-isit·::; d:iffet· .. s 
fundament.ally from asking "tA./hat if?" as h :i. stor i an~;. 
History an empit'-ical :i t C':;:l.nnot.: be 
..... 1.:L --
ccmti nui nq research brinqs previously unconsidered 
~?vi dence t.o light and new interpretations 
As theorists, however, we can reconstruct 
alternative sociologies based upon archival recovery 
and the modern intellectual evaluation of theories 
previously discounted and undervalued by heqemonic 
factions and schools in socioloqy. 
intellectual systems, when fully articulated, become 
alternative intellectual antecedents for socioloqies 
which we can choose to adopt or reject in our near and 
distant futures. This work widens our metatheoretical 
options and increases the richness df our sociological 
heritaqe. This ultimately is the promise and hope of a 
more reflexive history of sociology. 
_ .. 1~2 _ .. 
1. This paper presents a partial discussion of 
methodological issues explored more fully in my 
doc tor-,'::!. I dis~5et·-tat:icm (Hill 1989c). I thank M.ar-y ,:To 
Deegan for her helpful comments on the present attempt 
to summarize these ideas in compressed form. This 
paper may be quoted and/or cited with proper 
attr-:ibution. 
2. It should be observed here, as a note of caution, 
that studies built largely on the resources of a single 
or small number of archival repositories typically 
reflect the limited scope and biased perspective of the 
collectionCs) consulted. For sociological examples of 
this problem, see Bulmer (1984) and Simpson (1988). 
3. The theoretical distinctions of liminality and play 
are nicely set out in Deegan's (1989b) theory of 
American ritual dramas. 
4. Unpublished gems await patient researchers, and 
sometimes deserve publication in today's journals. The 
draft of J.D. Hertzler's (1979) account of sociology at 
the University of Nebraska was written circa 1930 but 
lay unnoticed in a departmental file drawer until Mary 
Jo Deegan found it. Similarly, the draft of George E. 
Howard's (1988) account of Nebraska sociology, written 
in the late 1920s, was found in a university archive. 
F~€=f €=r· ence t.o Mar i Sandoz' ( 1 et88) ear 1. y e~< cHOP 1 e of 
ethnomet.hodological resourcefulness, written circa 
1930, was discovered in her archival correspondence and 
the actual draft was later secured for publication from 
t.he private archives of her literary executor. 
5. The first step ·in locating relevant archival 
mat.er·i<£:\J.s in majol~ r~oll€"~ctiC:lns is; to consult the Jng.gl~:.. 
JJ.;?_ F·et:"_~QD.~~J_ NEill!f~_§" JD_ !..!:1&1_ N~;.U_9.D)!.L tJrLl.91l C'a..t ·:il.9..Q 9£ 
t1..«:\J:!..ht§C 1~.i..l2j:;.. CC~l.l1.@.fJ;j cl.Q.1=i., .t~l~5~ -·13B 4· • How€=ver , the I!:19..§'.J:L 
t;.fl !::·f~.r-=.QD.at NE-_!.llf.?..2. is at tH:?St a r-CHJgh <£md 'JerH?ral guide. 
Many additional and useful materials will be located 
only through on-site research in the nat.ion's numerous 
e:\n:hi v03.l col 1. ec::t.i 01""15. For a 1. i st, ~see thf:.~ Qj.J:.!=Cj:;_!;:Lf":-.. Y.. 9{ 
Ar.s;l} i \lE~j?_ ~rlr,!. Mf.?-n~.,.\.:-S(~~.!:J.J:1..t B§JlPS_.t:t;o.r..:.:L.!:"?S}_ ;Ln t!:lft Url.tt..f.,?d 
§J_~~~1.&~?_ (2n cI ec:l i t i on, Or y:-:, 1. 9BB) • 
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